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Upon entry of Uiu foregoing amcndmcnLs, claims 1-3, 5, and 9-20 will remain pending in 
the. ju>ptication and suuid ready ftir fui Ihcr actioji on tlic meriisj. Claim 1 has been nmendcd to 
(jlaiify llKil llic sod grip member comprises a rigid polymeric inner wall bonded to an elaslomcrio 
otilcr w»n. The cl:islomcric oiilcr wall is an inlcgnd componenl ol'the soil grip member. It 
extends continuously along the Icnglli of the rigid polymeric inner wall. I hal is, ihc claslomcric 
onlcr wall is co-axi.il and co-longiludinal lo llic inner wall. This conjoining wall slmcture fomis 
the soft grip i^icmbor. The vSpccillcnlion fully supports this amendment, particularly at pajic 2, 
Ihird pnmgraph; page 3. fi»-sl find second paiagrapbs; and page 4, first paragraph, and by the 
drawiiifis. Claims 16 and 17 havobccn amended in a similar manner. No new matter has been 
adiletl lo the appUcniif>n. 

Claim licj<'ctiostsumhr3$V.!i.C.§102 

The Onice Action rejects claims 1 , 5. 9, 1 1 -14, 17-1 8, and 20 under 35 U.S.C §l02(o) as 
hdi\i^ anticipated by Mayer. U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 2004/0259054 
("Miiyci"). W is submitted that the presently claimed invention, as recited in amcndctl claims I, 
5. 9, 11 -1 4. 1 7- 1 and 20 is not anticipated over the <lisclosure in Mayer for the reasons 
difiviisscd below. 

Applic:inis appreciate lixamincr MacPhcrson's comments to the previously filed 
amcmhncnt and fc^r poinling out the yrip mombcr (50) ilcscribed in Mayer includes a rigid body 
(MO Iv.ivirg a soil exterior grij. portion (52). I ho rigid body (30) is also rcferred to ns die scaler 
luxiy (30) in Mayer. As laole^l by the Examiner, the sloajik (20) of the scaler insert is inserted into 
tlic grip n»einbcr (50) and held in place by a tiglH friction fit. Still. Applicants respectfully 
Rnl)mil that the grip member (50) described and illustrated by Mayer does not include a rigid 
polyinenc inni:f wall and outer e}astomcric wall as found in the pre.senlly claimed invention. In 
M;iyL-r, llic soil exterior grip (52) is not an outer elastomeric wall that forms the stnictnre of the 
};iil>j)iiiH member; rather, it is a soft segment overlying only one area of the rigidbody (30). The 
Kofl Clip (52) is an exterior piece covering only the central portion of the rigid body (30) as 
described by Mayer: 
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The soft tM ip porlion is fixedly and coaxially aHachcd lo the ccijM 
portion obio ri£iiLbQdy, the grip portion being cpjiJlnc,(toaJl<^^^ 
the ccnTral portion bcUvccn ledges dcfmcd by the front and rear portions.. 
(T»i«flHraph 0005). 

The son "ri.) portion may be fixedly attached to the rigid body by means 
of iulhcijitc placed between an inner attachment surface and an piiler 
,^urlac«ior. tlTiLCCiiimll^ • • ■ (I'aragraph 0007). 

Applicants submit that the soft grip portion (52) described in Mayer should not be 
considered clastonicric wall that forn»s the integral simcturc of the grippinfi member (50). 
R:„hor Ihc sof\ Krip (52) is a relatively small piece oCsiliconc rubber or other soA material 
placed over a portion of the ri.id body (30). It is bonded to the eenlral area of the body (30). The 
gripping mcnbcr (50) in Mayer docs not have an inner/outer wall structure as found in 
Applicants' insunmcnt. Instead, the rigid body (30) constitutes the gripping iTicmber (50). 

A. opposed to Mayer's gripping meniber. Applicants' soft grip is tnade up of conjoining 
cla«U>,noric and rigid polymeric walls. The conjoined walls fonn the soft grip slrtictnrc. That .s, 
the cl.ston.cric co..poncnl is an intcsral part of the entire structure - it forms the outer wall - U 
• ■ i« not .«;imply u ..ripping scg>n.nt covering a portion of the rigid polynicr, In Applicants' 
sln,cturc, the claston.cric outer xvall extciuls continuously alo».g the entire length of rigid 
polymeric inner wall to form the soft grip member. 

As the Exauuncr recognises, a claim is anticipated under 35 U.S.C. §l02(c) only if each 
.,ul every clemonl of the claim is found in a single prior art reference. Tt is Tcspeclfully 
.uhmitted that auK.ulcd clainrs 1, 5. 9, 11-14. 17-18. and 20 are not anticipated by Mayer, 
because there i« no disclosure or suggestion in Mayer of a grip member made from a ngul 
Hymoric inner wall and an elaston,eric ontcr wall as recited in the presently amended clanns. 
In vi.w of the foregoing, it i,. rcspectftilly requested that the rejection of claims l, 5, 0. 11-14. 
17-18, and 20 under 35 U.S.c' §102(e) over JMaycr be withdrawn. 


Claim Rrjciiufm undef .?5 VS. C. §103 

TlK- oriic. ACion rciccls clatas 2, 3. 10. 16, nnd 19 under 35 V.S.C. 81 03(.) a» bcmg 
„„p,„c,„abl. over M.yc, in view .,rS,c.n«, U.S. P..en. 6,095.81 1 C-Steamsn. « is m^lMly 
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suhmiKed that llic prcscnlly claimed invcafion, as recited ia amended claims 2, 3, 15. £md 19, is 
not pvmr.] facie obvious over Ihc disclosures in Mayer and Steams for the reasons discussed 
below. 

Referriny to FIG. t in Stearns, a known intraoral denial camera assembly (1 0) having a 
known giipping haj)dle (30) is shown. Sleams describes the known gripping handle (30) as 
incUidiiiii a pair of iapcrcd half-sections (32, 34), each half-scclion having a cuivcd interior 
sm face (col 4, lines 1 1- 1 5), As Ihc liixajnincr points out, Iwo half-sections arc '*SJicip-nticd** 
together to form the gripping handle. The lixamincr takes tlic position that it woidd have been 
obviouf! to niotlify Ihe gripping member (50) in Mayer so that it included two half-scctions lhat 
I'ould be snnp-fjitctl tofjiCJhcr. 

However, Applicant respectfully submits that even if ajierson of ordinary skilj in Ihc art 
looked \o the disclosure in Steams and combined it wiUi Mayer, Uic present invention would not 
be obvious. A« discussed above. Applicants' soR grip inchidcs clastomcric and rigid polymeric 
walls. The walls are bonded together to. form an integral structure - the clastomcric outer wall 
OTclcnding continuously along the length of ihc rigid polymeric inner wall. Claims 16 and 10 
define the soI\ grip a.s having fin^l and second half-sections, each half-section being made from a 
rigid polymer and elastomeric polynicr. There is no disclosure or suggestion for a soft grip 
having such a structure in Stearns. Moreover, a person of ordinary sidll in the art would have no 
basis for modifying the teachings Iherein to produce such a structure, Tlius, even if the 
<liscIosiue in Mayer were combined with the disclosure in Stearns, it is respectfully subniitlcd 
thai the present invention, ;ks icciiod in amended claims 2, 3, 10, 16, and 10 would not be 
obvious. Accordingly, it i^i jcspcct fully requested that the rejection of claims 2, 3, 10, 16, and 19 
iinder 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) over Mayor .and Steams be withdrawn. 

Apiilicanls li:wc found that such their gripping member, wi(h its dual-wall slnicture, 
provides several benefits over conventional gripping surJaces. First, the clastomeric outer wall 
provides a comfoi table and easy grip surface along its entire length. Vibrations, which normally 
would be iransmitled from the scaling insert to the hand of the denial practitioner, arc absorbed 
by the continuous eh)stonicric wall. Secondly, the practitioner can easily grip the instrument 
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